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DETAILED ACTION 

CLAIMS PRESENTED 

Claims 29, 31 , 32 are presented. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 29, 31, 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent 4860352 (cited by Applicant, "Laurance"). 

Regarding claim 1 , Laurance teaches "A method comprising: physically 
associating a source of a beacon with an object, 

periodically measuring times of receipt of the beacon at multiple stations, 

determining locations of the object based on the times of receipt, and generating 
... of the locations. 

(column 3, line 63 to column 10, line 37 - especially at column 5, lines 8-27, i.e. 
physical proximity being required and handled through satellite positioning system)." 

These passages of Laurance do not teach "generating a map" in the sense of the 

claim. 



Application/Control Number: 09/560,784 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2134 

Nevertheless, it was well known in the art to have a "generating a map" situation 
among satellite positioning systems for the motivation of providing easier view of the 
situation for the user. 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the claimed invention to modify the teachings of Laurance for the motivation noted in 
the previous paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 31 (The method of claim 29 also including triggering an alert if 
one of the locations of the object is different from an expected location), such particular 
features are well known in the art for the motivation of security. 

Regarding claim 32 (The method of claim 29 also including performing an 
authentication process in connection with determining the location of the person), such 
particular features are well known in the art for the motivation of security. For example, 
column 7, lines 50-60 of Laurance mentions authentication. 

Conclusion 

The art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The art disclosed general background. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
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Washington, D.C. 20231 
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or faxed to: 

(703) 746-7239, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 

(703) 746-5606 (for informal or draft communications, please label "PROPOSED" or 
"DRAFT") 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Jung whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3836 
or Greg Morse whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3838. 
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